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ABSTRACT 

Four items on educational and vocational decisions 
vere anailyzed lirom the 1969 University Student Census of the 
^University of Maryland. A random saaole of 100 students from each 
class vas studied and comparisons vere made by class and sex. Results 

* indicate that: (1) more freshmen and sophomores were undecided and 
uncertain about theif vocational goal and major field of study than 
junior s and senior s;, <2) a substantial number of upperclassmen verer. 
as yet undecided and "uncertain of threir vocational goal; (3) males 
and females did not se^m to differ in their indecision about a major 

; field of stmdy or vocational gotil; (4) the time of selection of 
vocational gfoal and major field of stndy did not appear to be 
related; (5) studen±s^ undecided about either major afield or 

^ vocational goal tended to be undecided about the ether; and (6) 

st^udents undecided on their major field of study were less favorable 
.to th4 ide<. of' a special college for nev students undecided as to 

.:^::^ji^±j^^.j^ y s t ufl p t s V h o h a d decxdeiLjDja_a_aLa3Ar_f i^^^ 

. viewed \t^ a idea more favorably. It is suggested that the undecided 
students may not vant to be labeled or singled out, because it may 
connote that they were different and/or inferior* CAuthor/SW) 
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Summary 

Student responses to Items from the 1969 University Student 
Census on educational and vocational decisions were analyzed. The 



about their vocational goal ^nd major field of study than 

Juniors and seniors. 
2» However 9 a substantial number of upperclassmen were as 

. yet undecided and uncertain of their vocational goaK 
3. Hales and females did no% seem to differ in their inde^ 

cision about a major fieid of study or vocational goal. 
4« The^^ine of selection of vocational goal and major field of 

study did not appear to be related* 

5. However students undecided about either major field or voca 
tional goal tended to be ijndecrded about the other. 

6. Students undecided on their major field of study were less 
" ^^ofW^y€r^trrAi€^d&r of a s pecial c ollege fo r new stud ents- 

undecided as to their major; students who had decided on a 
major field of study viewed the idea more favorably. 
It was suggested that perhaps the undecided students did not 



want to be labeled or singled out; the connotation being that they 
were, different and/or inferior. 




Hore freshmen and sophomores were undecided and uncertain 



The freshman entering college has been faced with weighing several 
imposing considerations related to college attendance^ Undoubtedly, 
for some time, he has been asked his plans for an occupation, and more 
recently, in what college and major he wishes to enroll. While voca- 
tional preference, vocational selection, and vocational attainment are 
quite different conditions (Vroom, 196^^), the major ^fleld of study and 
specific academic college enrolled in while an undergraduate appears to 
be positively related to job attainment* Two studies of graduates 
several years out of college found that three-fourths of them would 
take the same academic major if they were to start school all over 

again, knowing what they presently know about their occupation (McKenzie 

* 

and Magoon, 1967; McKenzie, Magoon, and Lanow, 1966)« 

While it is not universal ly true in American higher education, 
undoubtedly the most common situation is the declaration by the student 
of a specific college and major as a freshmen; occasionally the student 
may elect to wait to declare a major, but by his last ljtwo years, most ^ 
will of necessity have done so. Subscribing to developmental theories 
of occupational choice (e.g. Super (196^) or Holland (1966)1 would 
enable one to posit that some vocational indecisTveness is to be expec- 
ted in-a student's first two. years of col lege. University coursewQrk 
can suggest fields prev^lotrsly unconsidered. 

On the other hand, many feel that vocational decisiveness 
reflects maturity and commitment on tne part of the Individual, while 
indecisiveness Indicates immaturity. Much of the available evidence 
supports Baird's (1969) counter that vocational 1 y undecided students 
are little different from decided students on academic variables 
aWLU Xamson , 1337 ;^JIatl ey.,^ 1965; Abel ^ 1966; Ashby„^ Wal 1 , and Os i pow, 



1966) t interests (Ashby, Wall, and Oslpow, 1966), and attitudes 

(Nelson and Nelson, 19*10) • However, Walsh and Russell (1966) point 

to more personal adjustment problems among freshmen whose major field 

is not congruent with measured vocational interests than those whose 

major is congruent. 

The present study examines the timing of vocational and academic 

major selection by University of Maryland students, the degree to 

which students are certain or uncertain about their selections; and 

their opinions about a special college for ijiew, academically undecided 

students, as stated In response to questions on the 1969 University 

Student Census (USC) • Specifically, the hypotheses examined are that: 

^ More freshmen and sophomores are undecided about academic 
major and vocational goals than juniors and seniors* 

Most juniors and seniors will have decided on a major and 
vocational goal* 

^Selection of academic major occurs concurrently with voca- 
tional selection, and those undecided about a major are also 
undecided about a vocation. 

Males and females differ in their dec i s i on^ " i ndec i s>pn . ^ 

More of the "undecided students" would favor the idea of 
a special college for undecided stuc^nts. 

Procedure 

A random sample of 100 students from each class responding to the 

1969 use was selected. These students were compared, by class and sex, 

on the i r . responses to four items from the USC (see Appendix): 

#17^ When did you decide on your major field of ^udy?/ 

#18. How certain are you of your vocational goal? 

#22. When did you decide on your present vocational goal? 

#37. There should be a special college for new students 
undecided about their major r 

tresponse optionsjrequested extent of agreement 



A ch I -square analysts was cocnputed between items 17 and 22 to re<* 
fleet the relationship betv#eeri vocational decision-lndecision and major 
field of study decision«indecision« A Pearson product-moment correla* 
tton was computed between those same items (excluding response options 
**have not decided** and ''other**) to ascertain to what degree vocation 
and major field of study are related in terms of the time they viere 
decided upon. A phi coeff icient (Gui Iford, 1965) was calculated be* 
tween items 18 and 22 to determine the consistency of responding to 
those two items, both of which determine whether the respondent has 
decided on a vocational goal. Finally, responses to item 37 %<rere com- 
pared by t-test. These comparisons and analyses were done for students 
grouped by class and by sex* 

Results 

A suprisingVy large percentage of students at the University are 
tt ncerta irr^lyDut" ttie i r vocational goals; Table 1 (responses to USC Item 
18) refl^ects the differential nature of this uncertainty by sex and 
class* More* freshmen and sophomores are uncertain than juniors and 
s en i ors (p <— >0 3 usi ng chl - s q ua r e) , alt ii uug l i these uppe r c1ass iHeTrndi"d 



reflect a great deal of uncertainty. Though males indicated more 
uncertainty than females on the itero^ tKe difference was hot statisti- 
cally signifi cant • ' 

When students were asked when they nad decided on their present 
vocational goal (item 22), a much smaller prop>ortion of each class 
and sex selected response H, ''have not decided" (Table 1)* Again, 
more freshmen and sophomores were '•undecided*' about their vocational 
goal than Juniors and seniors (p^ .05 using chi-square), while males 
and females did not differ. A significant relationship existed be- 
tween t^hose who were "uncertain"* on Item 18 and "undeciderf^ on item 
ERIC ' 22 (p^^OS us ing ch4 -square) . 



TABU 1 

Vocational -Educational Uncertainty on Two USC Items 



Percent ♦^•^uncerraTff* Percent "undecided** 

of vocational goal on vocational goal' ^ht 

(item 18) (Item 22) coefficient 



All students 


53% 


22% 


.U8 


MalM 


56% 


21% 


.42 ^ 


Females 


W% 


23% 


.55 


Sen iors 


k6% 


12% 


.41 


Juniors 


W% 


17% 


.48 


Sophomores ~ 


59% - 


*23%- 


• .44 


Freshmen 


58% 


32% 


.53 



Table 2 shows that students were fairly evenly distributed as to 
the time of their decision on a major field of study (item i?) • Hales 
appear to have decided more recently than females* Seniors most f re- 
quently decide 4n thefr jimfor and sop lio wor e y edirs]^ j un Iors » sophomores, 
and freshmen roost frequently indicate the previous year as their deci- 
sion-making timee As would be expected, many freshtn^ (24%) and sopho- 
mores (15%) had i^t decided on a major field of study* 

\ . . 

More students had decided on a major field of study than had deci- 
ded on a vocational goal (Table 2). Males appear to have decided on a » 
vocationa^l goal slightly more recently than females. Most frequently, 
seniors and juniors decided the previous year, while sophomores and 
freshmen dec:ided most frequently in their senior year of high school* 



TABLE 2 



i^l students 

mips 

tes 



Seniors 
i^Dphomores 



P^l students 

Emales 

S^isitiors 

^Cf>honx>res 
freshmen 



When did you decide on your major fTeld of study? 
(in percentages) 



Jr. 


Soph* 


Fr. 


Sr. 


Jr. 


Soph. 


pre- 






in 


In 


in 


in 


in 


irt 


soph. 


have not 




col 1 . 


coll. 


coll. 


h.s. 


• h.s. 


h.s. 


in h.s. 


decided 


Otf 


10 


20 


15 


16 


10 


k . 


10 


11 


ii 


12 


22 


16 


15 


7 




7 


n 


6 


7 : 


17 


13 


18 


14 


5 


Xk 


9 


3 


21 


2k 


15 


12 


3 


2 


11 


2 


10 


15 


35 


11 . 


16 


8 




k 


1 


6 


2 


16 


26 


15 


13 


3 


9 


15 


1 


1 


3 


8 


22 


16 


8 


17 


2h 


1 



When did you decide on your vocational goal? 
(in percentages) 



Jr. 


Soph. 


Fr. 


Sr. 


Jr. 


Soph. 


p re- 






in 


in 


la 


in 


in- 


in 


Soph 


have not 




col 1 . 


coll. 


col 1 . 


h.s. 


^hTs ^ " 


h.s. 


~ln h.s. 


decided 


Other"" 


S 


\k 


10 


15 


10 


k 


11 


22 


6 


9 . 


15 


10 


15 


10 


5 


8 


21 


7 


6 


12 


11 


15 


9 


I. 


}k 


23 


6 


21 


17 


13 


9 


3 


3 


9 


12 


13 


9 


23 


12 


10 


8 


3 


8 


17 


5 


1 


12 


11 


20 


10 


6 


11 


23 


6 


a 


3 


5 


20 


16 


5 


15 


32 


k 



There was little relationship between time of decision on major 
and time of decision on vocational g9al (items 17 and 22 - V = •ll)* 
However y most students who are undecided on a major are also undecided 
on a vocational goal (see Table 3) • 
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rv * TABLET' 

* % of those undecided on major also 

C undecided on Vocatlori* 

... 

N and Percent 



All students 




33 




79 


HaleSf 




20 




80 


Females 




13 




76 


Seniors 




1 




5Q . 


Juniors 




1 




100 


Sophomores 




13 




87 


Freshme.^ 




18 




75 



When asked whether there 'should be a special college for new« 
undecided students^ freshmen disagreed with^the statement more than 
the other classes (Table ^) • Sophomores* juniors, and seniors tendr 
ed to agree with the staternentt and were not significantly different 
from each other in. the extent of their agreement* While males agreed 
more with the statement than females, there were no significant dif- 

o f erences between there. 

# ■ 

TABLE 4 



N and Mean and Standard Deviation 
by sex and class on."USC" item 37 
(special cbllege for undecided students) 





N 


Means* 


S.D. 


Comparing freshmen 
other classes (t's 
nif leant at .05) 


with 


Males 


2C9 


1.76 


1.14 






Females 


176 


1.93 


\,\h 






Seniori 


97 


1.68 


l.l^f 


. t=3.62 




ounlors 


97 


1.58 


1.12 


t=4.30 




So^Kxnores 


98 


1.85 


1-13 


t=2.59 




Freshmen 


93 


2.26 


1.06 







, ^response options on a f ive-point agree/disagree scale 
O^st rong 1 y agree , ^i^st rongl y di sagree 



StudenlTtp who Indicated they had decided on a vocational goal 
(Item 22) agreed more.wlth. the ^^speclal college** Item than-those q 
who sald^ they had not decided yet (t«2.08, p<«OS). Dividing students 
on the certalntyuncertalnty of their vocational goal yielded no sig- 
Tfrncant'nit-Ffer^nces college*' Item* 

Responses^ by class, 'to Item 37 (••special colTcg^) for^-the,.. 

sample were compared to those of all student^ by t-*test to deter-^ 
mine the representativeness of the sample. No significant differences 
%#ere found » ^ permitting general izat Ion of the results to the student 
body« 

Conclusions and Dfscussion 

The results obtained permit several generalizations: 

K Hore freshmen and sophomores were undecided and uncertain about 
their vocational goal and major field of study than juniors and 
seniors. 

2. However, a substantial number of upperclassmen were as yet 
undecided and uncertain of their vocational goal. 

3. Males and females did not se»t to differ in their indecision 
about a major field of study or vocational goal. 

4. The time of selection of a vocational goal and major field of 
study did not appear to be related « , 

5* However students undecided about eitherTyjKr field or vocational 
goal tended tn he und ecided about th e ot her> ^ 

6. Students undecided on their major field of study were le* favor- 
able to the idea of a special college for new students undecided as to 
their major; students who had decided on a major field of study viewed 
the idea more favorably* 

While indecision among freshmen and sophomores can be viewed as 
being no cause for alarm^ Jt may^ in fact, be perceived as beneficial. 
In their first two years of college students sample a variety of course 



offerlfMfSi^ thus being expos«d to many diff4ir«nt occtJfMit tonal content.' 
^rees.' A "closed occupattonal mlndP' may not be In the student's 
best tnterest*. HoMever, during the last two'feacs of callege, vd<&a- 
ttonat decIsIpn-Miklng.would be »q>ected to be inaking Ini^oads in 'thd * 
student *s thinking.. Although Bal rd (1969) assures us that* the voca^ 
tionaDy **undec{ded student"* Is no dlffer^t from the ^'decided student* 
some anxiety^ expeclally for taales^ may be feljc* 

^^^Tolr4ns«aQ^e_ results of his study Indicate that academically 
undecided students seem less to l^ant^of" arspec i a 1 college for new/, 
undecided students than academically decited students « The study of 
other possible attitudinat differences seems Justified if this find- 
ing is accoratOe It could bte, for instance, that undecided students ' 
do not want to be singled out or labeled; the connotation being that 
they are different and/or inferior. 

ll%e discrepancies in responses to items 18 (certainty/uncertainty 
of vocational goal) and 22 (time of decision on vocational goal, or 
**tiave not dfecided*') reported in Table 1 are interest ing« It was ex- 
pected tliat students **uncertainP' on item 18 would indicate on item 
22 thay they were "undecided*" Students may" be reading the items 
diff erently^ or it may be that many students have selected a tenta- 
tive vocational^ goal» about which they are uncertain. The location 
of response options may have some psychometric Implications—the fir$t 
six options, as well as the stem, may Imply a dehiston^has been made; 
students may pick a year without observing response option H, "have 
not decided." Moving that respoi»e option to A may elicit different . 
responses from students. 



"* T«bl«s 2 mmI 3 also^lndieate fOM f •^pons* ineonslst«net«s« For 



\ tnstanca In table 1 yXf^f thp FrmshmMt Indteetad they decided their 
tq^Jors. es sophomores^ . This coutid either be* errors In responding or 



\ perhaps an antic I petdd tli^e of decision. 
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APPENDIX 
use Items Analyzed 

17* How long ago did you decide upon your major field of study? 

A*. Junior year of college 
B* Sophomore year of college 

Freshman year of college 
D* Sen far year of high school 
E.. Junior year of high school 

Sophomore. year of high school 
6* Before sophomore year of high school 
H. Have not dacided yet 

!• Other - . . 

18* How certain are you of your vocatPonal goal at this time? 

■ ' , ■ - ^ 

A. No specific goal at ipresent 

Quite uncertain 
C* Somewhat uncertain 

0. Quite certain , ^ 

E. ClearVy^fJxedLvocationa^^^ 
— "CH:Rer^ ' " 

> ■ * ' 

22. When did you decide upon your present vocational goal? 

A. ^^ Junior year of college ^ 

B. Sophomore year of col lege 

C* res hman year of college ^ , 

0. Senior year of high s-;hocl ^' 

E. Junior year of high school 

^ F* Sophomore year of high school* ^ 

G. Before sophomore year of high school > 

H. Have not decided yet 

1. OtW • 

37» There should be a special college for new students qndecided as 
to their major. 

. A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

C. Neutral 

D. Disagree ' _ — — 
. E. Strongly disagree 

F. Other % 



14— 



